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Response to Request for Reconsideration: 

1 . This is in response to request for reconsideration in light of translation filed on 1- 
23-03 (Paper #12). 

2. Claims 9-17, 29-40 and 49-63 remain for examination. 

3. Applicant's arguments regarding rejection of claims 9-17, 29-40 and 49-63 in 
light of translation of the original application have been fully considered and 
finality of the rejection has been withdrawn. New action follows. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 9-17, 29-40 and 49-63 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of 
section 102 of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this section where the subject matter and the 
claimed invention were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same person or subject to an 
obligation of assignment to the same person. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103, the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at 
the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of potential 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 
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6. Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Eastman in view of Kume, US. patent 6,072,762 (hereafter Kume). 

As to claim 9, Eastman discloses the invention as claimed [see Figs. 1-6] 
including detecting defocus and compensating a recording signal, comprising the steps 
of: 

detecting the defocus of the optical recording medium [col. 2, line 49 to col, 3, 
line 33 and coL 8, line 49-66]; and 

compensating a recording signal with respect to the detected defocus using a 
predetermined scheme [col. 2, line 49 to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8. line 49-66]; 

Eastman discloses a system that provides improved laser power control in high 
frequency systems [col. 2, lines 43-50; Eastman]. Eastman does not specifically 
disclose that the frequency can be as high as provided by short wavelength such as 
430 nm or less [lesser the wavelength, higher the frequency]. However Kume clearly 
discloses a system that which uses a light beam having a wavelength of roughly 430 
nm or less [actually Kume discloses 400 nm or less] [col. 3, lines 55-58]. Both Eastman 
and Kume are interested in adjusting the power level of laser with pulse width thus 
correcting for defocus or avoiding defocus. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
realized that as frequency goes higher or wavelength gets shorter and more data can 
be recorded in the same amount of space. And as space on the disc is at premium it 
would have been advantageous to use shorter wavelength diode for high density 
recording. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have used the 
shorter wavelength diode of Kume in the system of Eastman, because it would have 
made system of Eastman far more effective and useful for high density recording as 
disclosed by Kume [col. 7, lines 41-52], 

7. As to claim 10, Eastman discloses: 





Application/Control Number: 09/603,204: 
Art Unit: 2655 



Page 4 
Paper Number: 13 



the predetermined scheme comprises adjusting a power level required for 
recording the recording signal [col. 2, line 49 to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]. 

8. Claims 11-13, 51-53, 57 and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Eastman and further in view of Matsubayashi et al. US patent 

4,631,712 (hereafter Matsubayashi ). 

As to claim 1 1 , Eastman discloses: 

detecting the defocus of the optical recording medium; 

detecting the tilt of the recording medium [col. 3, lines 8-21] of the optical 
recording medium [col. 2, line 49 to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]; 

compensating a write pulse with respect to the detected defocus using a 
predetermined scheme, wherein the write pulse comprises a predetermined recording 
pattern [col. 2, line 49 to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]; 

Eastman discloses all of the above elements including detecting defocus and tilt 
of the recording medium and compensating a write pulse as shown above. Eastman 
does not specifically disclose well known details of tilt compensation apparatus and 
method associated with tilt compensation such as compensating a write time of the 
write pulse with respect to the detected tilt. However Matsubayashi clearly discloses: 

compensating a write time of the write pulse with respect to the detected tilt [col, 
5, line 52 to col. 6, line 21]. Eastman and Matsubayashi are interested in recording and 
reading information to and from an optical disc in most efficient way. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time invention was made to have 
provided the data processing system of Eastman's with details of tilt detection and 
compensation scheme as taught by Matsubayashi, because doing so would have 
provided mechanism for tilt correction which is vital and necessary part of video 
recording and controlling the laser power in presence of system degradation such as 
defocus and tilt [see col. 3, lines 1 1-20; Eastman]. NOTE: Power compensation 
inherently is done by changing the write time of write pulse. 
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9. As to claim 12, Eastman discloses: 

the predetermined scheme comprises adjusting a power level with respect to the 
detected defocus [col. 2, line 49 to coL 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]. 

10. As to claim 13, MatsubayashI discloses: 

compensating the write pulse with respect to the detected tilt further comprises: 
shifting the recording pattern with respect to the detected tilt by both an amount 

that the recording pattern was shifted due to the detected tilt, and in a direction opposite 

to the direction that the recording pattern was shifted due to the detected tilt; and 

adjusting a power and the write time required for recording with respect to the 

detected tilt in order to compensate for a size of a recording mark corresponding to the 

recording signal [col. 5, line 52 to col. 6, line 21]. 

11. As to claims 51-53 they are claims corresponding to claims 11-13 respectively 
and they are therefore rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of 
claims 11-13 respectively, supra . 

12. As to claim 57, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of 
claim 29, supra . 

1 3. As to claim 62, Matsubayashi discloses: 

adjusting a write time required for recording the write pulse [col. 5, line 52 to col. 
6, line 21]. 

14. Claims 29-35, 37-38, 49-50 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Eastman, and further in view of Shoji et al. (US. patent 
6,175,541) (hereafter Shoji). 

As to claim 29 Eastman discloses 
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a tilt and/or defocus detector which detects the tilt and/or the defocus of the 
optical recording medium; and 

a recording compensator which compensates a recording pulse with respect to 
the detected tilt and defocus [col. 3, lines 14-17] using a predetermined scheme [col. 4, 
line 64 to col. 5, line 11]; 

wherein the recording pulse comprises a predetermined recording pattern [col. 2, 
line 49 to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]; 

As to claim 29 Eastman discloses all of the above steps. Eastman does not 
specifically disclose details of adjusting the write time to compensate the width of the 
mark and adjusting the end of first pulse or start of last pulse as claimed. However Shoji 
clearly discloses; 

adjust a length and a width of a recording mark according to the detected tilt 
and/or defocus [col. 2, line 66 to col. 3, line 45 and col. 4, lines 3-20; Shoji]. 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the device of Eastman 
would have been sensitive to degradation such as tilt and defocus [as disclosed by 
Eastman, see col. 3, lines 8-21] and that any tilt and defocus nit compensated would 
have compromised the quality of the electrical signal. Eastman does not teach details 
of the pulse train that are necessary for compensating these defocus and tilt errors as 
claimed. Shoji teaches that adjustment pulses is well known to improve quality of the 
signal by adjusting the power, which comprises adjusting a write power to compensate 
a length of the recording mark. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to have used a pulse train compensation 
method in system of Eastman as taught by Shoji in order to control the tilt and defocus 
in optimum fashion by controlling the start and end edge of the pulses for high density 
recording [col. 2, lines 50-64; Shoji]. 



15. 



As to claim 30, Eastman discloses: 
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according to the predetermined scheme, said recording compensator adjusts a 
power level required for recording the recording pulse with respect to the detected 
defocus [col. 2, line 49 to col. 3. line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]. 

16. As to claim 31 , Eastman discloses: 

according to the predetermined scheme, said recording compensator adjusts a 
power and a time required [when power is adjusted, time inherently gets adjusted 
because time adjustment changes the power] for recording the recording pulse with 
respect to the detected tilt [col. 2, line 49 to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]. 

1 7. As to claim 32, Shoji discloses: 

said recording compensator adjusts a write power with respect to the detected 
defocus, and generates the recording pulse earlier to compensate for an amount of 
shift with respect to the detected tilt, and adjusts a power and/or a time of the shifted 
recording pulse to compensate the length and the width of the recording mark [col. 2, 
line 66 to col. 3, line 45 and col. 4, lines 3-20]. 

1 8. As to claim 33, Shoji discloses: 

said recording compensator adjusts the power required for recording to 
compensate the length of the recording mark, and adjusts the time required for 
recording in order to compensate the width of the recording mark [col. 2, line 66 to col. 
3, line 67 and col. 4, lines 3-20]. 

19. As to claim 34, Shoji discloses: 

said recording compensator adjusts the power by adjusting a write power to 
compensate the length of the recording mark, and adjusts the time by adjusting an 
ending time of a first pulse and/or a starting time of a last pulse to compensate the 
width of the recording mark [col. 28, lines 29-46]. 
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.20. As to claim 35, Shoji discloses: 

said recording compensator both adjusts the power by adjusting a write power to 
compensate the length of the recording mark, and adjusts a power of a multi-pulse 
chain of recording pattern to compensate the width of the recording mark [col. 2, line 
66 to col. 3, line 67 and col. 4. line 3-20]. 

21. As to claims 37-38: 

Regarding claims 37-38, combination of Eastman and Shoji does not specifically 
disclose that the numerical aperture is greater than or equal to 0.6 when substrate 
thickness is 0.3 mm or higher and numerical aperture is greater than or equal to 0.7 
when substrate thickness is .3 mm or lower . Combination of Eastman and Shoji 
teaches that different wavelength would require different aperture of the lens and hence 
substrate thickness would also vary accordingly. The limitations in claims 37-38 do not 
define a patentable distinct invention over that in combination of Eastman and Shoji 
since both the invention as a whole and combination of Eastman and Shoji are directed 
to processing the defocus and tilt and adjusting the power accordingly. The degree in 
which the aperture is adjusted or substrate thickness Is selected presents no new or 
unexpected results, so long as the compensation of the defocus and tilt in a successful 
way. Therefore, to have different thickness of the substrate which corresponds to 
different numerical aperture would have been routine experimentation and optimization 
in the absence of criticality. 

22. As to claim 49, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of 
claim 29, supra . 



23. As to claim 50, Eastman discloses: 

the predetermined scheme comprises adjusting a power level required for 
recording the recording signal [col. 2, line 49 to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]. 
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24. As to claim 60, Eastman discloses: 

predetermined scheme comprises adjusting a write time required for recording 
the recording signal [col. 5, lines 12-28 and col. 8, lines 49-66]. 

25. Claims 14-17, 39-40 and 54-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Eastman and Matsubayashi as applied to claims 11-13 above, 
and further in view of Shoji et al. (US. patent 6,175,541) (hereafter Shoji). 

As to claim 14, combination of Eastman and Matsubayashi discloses all of the 
above steps. Combination of Eastman and Matsubayashi does not specifically disclose 
details of adjusting the write time to compensate the width of the mark and adjusting the 
end of first pulse or start of last pulse as claimed. However Shoji clearly discloses: 

adjusting a write power to compensate a length of the recording mark; and 

the adjusting the time comprises adjusting a write time to compensate a width of 
the recording mark [col. 2, line 66 to col. 3, line 67 and col. 4, lines 3-20]. 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the device of Eastman 
and Matsubayashi would have been sensitive to degradation such as tilt and defocus 
[as disclosed by Eastman, see col. 3, lines 8-21] and that any tilt and defocus nit 
compensated would have compromised the quality of the electrical signal. Combination 
of Eastman and Matsubayashi does not teach details of the pulse train that are 
necessary for compensating these defocus and tilt errors as claimed. Shoji teaches that 
adjustment pulses is well known to Improve quality of the signal by adjusting the power, 
which comprises adjusting a write power to compensate a length of the recording mark. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to have used a pulse train compensation 
method in system of Combination of Eastman and Matsubayashi as taught by Shoji in 
order to control the tilt and defocus in optimum fashion by controlling the start and end 
edge of the pulses for high density recording [col. 2, lines 50-64; Shoji]. 

26. As to claim 15, Shoji discloses: 
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adjusting the recording nnark width comprises adjusting an ending time of a first 
pulse and/or a starting time of a last pulse of the recording pattern [col. 28, lines 29-46]. 

27. As to claim 16, Shoji discloses: 

the adjusting the power comprises adjusting a write power to compensate a 
length of the recording mark, and 

adjusting a write power of a multi-pulse chain of the recording pattern to adjust 
a width of the recording mark [col. 2, line 66 to col. 3, line 67 and col. 4, line 3-20]. 

28. As to claim 17, Eastman discloses: 

detecting the tilt and the defocus of the optical recording medium [col. 3, lines 8- 
21]; and 

adaptively compensating the recording pattern with respect to the detected tilt 
and/or defocus using a memory [inherently present], wherein the memory stores data 
comprising: 

a write power to compensate with respect to the detected defocus [col. 2, line 49 
to col. 3, line 33 and col. 8, line 49-66]; 

a power and a time required for recording to compensate for an amount of shift 
of the recording pattern [col. 1, lines 47-56 and col. 5, lines 12-28]; 

Combination of Eastman and Matsubayashi discloses all of the above elements. 
Combination of Eastman and Matsubayashi does not specifically disclose details of 
adjusting the write time to compensate the width of the mark and adjusting the end of 
first pulse or start of last pulse as claimed. However Shoji clearly discloses: 

adjusting a write power to compensate a length of the recording mark; and 

the adjusting the time comprises adjusting a write time to compensate a width of 
the recording mark [col. 2, line 66 to col. 3, line 67 and col. 4, lines 3-20]. 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the device of Eastman 
and Matsubayashi would have been sensitive to degradation such as tilt and defocus 
[as disclosed by Eastman, see col. 3, lines 8-21] and that any tilt and defocus nit 
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compensated would have compromised the quality of the electrical signal. Combination 
of Eastman and Matsubayashi does not teach details of the pulse train that are 
necessary for compensating these defocus and tilt errors as claimed. Shoji teaches that 
adjustment pulses is well known to improve quality of the signal by adjusting the power, 
which comprises adjusting a write power to compensate a length of the recording mark. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to have used a pulse train compensation 
method in system of Combination of Eastman and Matsubayashi as taught by Shoji in 
order to control the tilt and defocus in optimum fashion by controlling the start and end 
edge of the pulses for high density recording [col. 2, lines 50-64; Shoji], 

29. As to claim 39, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of 
claim 17, supra . 

30. As to claim 40, Matsubayashi discloses: 

a power and/or time and an amount of shift required for recording to compensate 
when defocus and tilt occur together; and 

power and/or time and an amount of shift required for recording to compensate 
when defocus or tilt occurs [col. 5, line 52 to col. 6, line 21]. 

31 . As to claims 54-56 they are claims corresponding to claims 14-16 respectively 
and they are therefore rejected for the same reasons set forth In the rejection of 
claims 14-16 respectively, supra . 

32. Claims 36 and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Eastman in view of Shoji as applied to claims 29, 49 and 57 above and 
further in view of Kume. 

Combination of Eastman and Shoji discloses all of the elements described 
above, including a system that provides improved laser power control in high frequency 
systems [col. 2, lines 43-50; Eastman]. Combination of Eastman and Shoji does not 
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specifically disclose that the frequency can be as high as provided by short wavelength 
such as 430 nm or less [lesser the wavelength, higher the frequency]. However Kunae 
clearly discloses a system for detecting defocus and tilt that uses a light beam having a 
wavelength of roughly 430 nm or less [actually Kume discloses 400 nm or less] [col. 3, 
lines 55-58]. All Eastman, Kume and Shoji are interested in adjusting the power level of 
laser with pulse width thus correcting for defocus or avoiding defocus. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have realized that as frequency goes higher or wavelength gets 
shorter and more data can be recorded in the same amount of space. And as space on 
the disc is at premium it would have been advantageous to use shorter wavelength 
diode for high density recording. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
would have used the shorter wavelength diode of Kume in the system of Eastman and 
Shoji, because it would have made system of Eastman and Shoji far more effective and 
useful for high density recording as disclosed by Kume [col. 7, lines 41-52]. 

33. Claims 58 and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Eastman in view of Matsubayashi as applied to claims 11-13 above and 
further in view of Kume. 

Combination of Eastman and Matsubayashi discloses all of the elements 
described above, including a system that provides improved laser power control in high 
frequency systems [col. 2, lines 43-50; Eastman]. Combination of Eastman and 
Matsubayashi does not specifically disclose that the frequency can be as high as 
provided by short wavelength such as 430 nm or less [lesser the wavelength, higher the 
frequency]. However Kume clearly discloses a system for detecting defocus and tilt that 
uses a light beam having a wavelength of roughly 430 nm or less [actually Kume 
discloses 400 nm or less] [col. 3, lines 55-58]. All Eastman, Kume and Matsubayashi 
are interested in adjusting the power level of laser with pulse width thus correcting for 
defocus or avoiding defocus. One of ordinary skill in the art would have realized that as 
frequency goes higher or wavelength gets shorter and more data can be recorded in 
the same amount of space. And as space on the disc is at premium it would have been 
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advantageous to use shorter wavelength diode for high density recording. One of 
ordinary skit! in the art at the time of invention would have used the shorter wavelength 
diode of Kume In the system of Eastman and Matsubayashi, because it would have 
made system of Eastman and Matsubayashi far more effective and useful for high 
density recording as disclosed by Kume [col. 7, lines 41-52]. 

34. Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Eastman in view of Matsubayashi and Shoji as applied to claim 17 above and 
further in view of Kume. 

Combination of Eastman, Matsubayashi and Shoji discloses all of the elements 
described above, including a system that provides improved laser power control in high 
frequency systems [col. 2, lines 43-50; Eastman]. Combination of Eastman, 
Matsubayashi and Shoji does not specifically disclose that the frequency can be as high 
as provided by short wavelength such as 430 nm or less [lesser the wavelength, higher 
the frequency]. However Kume clearly discloses a system for detecting defocus and tilt 
that uses a light beam having a wavelength of roughly 430 nm or less [actually Kume 
discloses 400 nm or less] [col. 3, lines 55-58]. All Eastman, Matsubayashi. Kume and 
Shoji are interested in adjusting the power level of laser with pulse width thus correcting 
for defocus or avoiding defocus. One of ordinary skill in the art would have realized that 
as frequency goes higher or wavelength gets shorter and more data can be recorded in 
the same amount of space. And as space on the disc is at premium it would have been 
advantageous to use shorter wavelength diode for high density recording. One of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Invention would have used the shorter wavelength 
diode of Kume in the system of Eastman, Matsubayashi and Shoji, because it would 
have made system of Eastman, Matsubayashi and Shoji far more effective and useful 
for high density recording as disclosed by Kume [col. 7, lines 41-52]. 

Eastman, Kume and Shoji were cited as a prior art reference in paper no. 10, 
mailed 10-23-02. 
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35. In the REMARKS, the Applicant argues as follows: 

A) That: "the Examiner's motivation does not explain why one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have substituted the system used to correct.defocus disclosed in Eastman 
et al. With the system of Kume et al." [page. 2, para. 2; REMARKS]. 

The Examiner takes strong exception to this line of argument, because the 
Examiner has very clearly pointed out In paper number 10, paragraph 4, page 3 [dated 
10-23-02] the reason, and motivation for combination AND where it is located in the art. 
Portion of that paragraph is repeated below. 

"One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have used 
the shorter wavelength diode of Kume in the system of Eastman, because it 
would have made system of Eastman far more effective and useful for high 
density recording as disclosed by Kume [col. 7, lines 41-52].". 



B) That: "In essence, there needs to be proof that such a motivation exists, not 
conjecture. This rigorous proof is required in order to prevent the trap of impermissible 
hindsight." [page. 3, para. 3; REMARKS], 

FIRST: The examiner has clearly provided the logical reason for combination. 
See section A) supra . 

SECOND: It should be pointed out that the test of the obviousness is: 

"whether the teachings of the prior art, taken as a whole, would have made 
obvious the claimed invention,". As shown in In re Gorman, 933 F. 2d at 986, 18 
USPQ2d at 1888. 

Subject matter is unpatentable under section 103 if it "'would have been 
obvious .... to a person having ordinary skill in the art.' While there must be 
some teaching, reason, suggestion, or motivation to combine existing elements 
to produce the claimed device, it is not necessary that the cited references or 
prior art specifically suggest making the combination." As shown in In re Nilssen, 
851 F. 2d 1401, 1403, 7 USPQ2d 1500. 1502 (Fed. Cir. 1988), 

Such suggestion or motivation to combine prior art teachings can derive solely 
from the existence of a teaching, which one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
presumed to know, and the use of that teaching to solve the same [or] similar problem 
which it addresses." As shown in In re wood, 599 F. 2d 1032, 1037, 202 USPQ 171, 
174 (CCPA1979). 
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"In sum, it is off the mark for litigants to argue, as many do. that an invention 
cannot be held to have been obvious unless a suggestion to combine prior art 
teachings is found in a specific reference ." As shown in In re Oetiker, 24 USPQ2d 1443 
(CAFC 1992). 

Accordingly, Eastman et al. or Kume et al. is not required to disclose or 
specifically suggest particular elements. Instead the measure is what the teachings of 
Eastman et al., or Kume et al. would suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art, not what 
these Inventors specifically suggests. 

C) That: "Thus, there remains no evidence of a motivation to utilize the optimize 
mark start and end part methodology suggested in Shoji et al. With the device disclosed 
in Eastman et al., which relies upon adjusting write power to compensate for defocus." 
[page. 5, para. 3; REMARKS]. 

FIRST: One of ordinary skill in the art knows that there to very obvious ways one 
can control or adjust power such as varying the duty cycle of the pulse or changing the 
height of the pulse. Therefore when Eastman et al., talks about changing power he 
Inherently talks about changing these pulses exactly as shown by Shoji et al. 

SECOND: As it shown above what the test of obviousness is. 

D) Arguments regarding rest of the claims are moot in view of the new ground of 



36. Applicant's submission of an information disclosure statement under 37 CFR 
1.97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.1 7(p) on 1-8-03 prompted the new 
ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION 
IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 609(B)(2)(i). Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 



rejection. 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is naailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



37. Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gautam R. Patel whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-7940. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Thursday from 7:30 to 6. 

The appropriate fax number for the organization (Group 2650) where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9314. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ms. Doris To can be reached on (703) 305-4827. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700 or the 
group Customer Service section whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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